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H E NI took theſe Confideration on 
the Propriety of requiring 4 Sub- 
L teriptim to Articles of Faith in 
Hand, 1 found myſelf in the Entrance 
promiſed great. things. I was told that 
ſeveral able Writers, who bad engaged in this 
Cauſe, were even yet hardly, got in fight of the 


main Queſtion, and that 7 original Maxime, : 


which ought to direct all ſuch Enquiries, had 
long been, and were 2 he os too little une 


derftoad, or tos much diſregarded. And we 


are promiſed to have g. M axims revived, 
and farther explained, and the whole ſet in @ 
proper Light. But in the ſequel I found 
myſelf = diſappointed ; I could find 


nothing new adyanced, but only old Objec- 


tions, which have been often anſwered, re- 
vired, with uae. 0 or no Notice taken of thoſe 
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The Queſtion 8 is the Propriety of 


requiring a. Subſcription to Articles of Faith. 
The Affirmative Side of the Queſtion has 
been maintained by ſeveral able Writers. 
Of theſe our Author takes no Notice : and 
very little has he to ſay in Reply to their 
Arguments: The Argument indeed ſeems 
to lie in a narrow Compaſs. If it is neceſ- 
fary that, thoſe who are to be ordained 
Teachers in the Church, ſhould be ſound in 
the Faith, and that they ſhould give to thoſe 
who ordain them ſome Proof, and Aſſurance, 
that they are ſo; and if it is more expedient, 
more eaſy to the Perſon ordaining, more 
fair with regard to the Candidate for Orders, 
and more effectual to the Purpoſe of keeping 
out of the Church falſe and erroneous Teach- 
ers, that the Method of this Proof ſhould 
be ſettled by publick Authority, then a Sub- 
Seription to ſome Articles of F aith cannot be 
improper, or inexpedient. But, if this 
Author can ſhew that Soundneſs in the 
Faith is no neceſſary Qualification in a 

Chriſtian Teacher; or that a Biſhop ought 
to ordain all who offer themſelves, without 
any Enquiry into their religious Tenets : 'or, 
laſtly, that this ought to be left to the arbi- 


trary Diſcretion of the Biſhop, and that the 
Church 
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Church has no Concern, nor Authority, to 
interfere, then we muſt own the Impropriety 


of ſuch Sub/cription. But inſtead of this he 


ſeems towards the Cloſe of this Pamphlet to 
have in a manner given up this main Point *. 


In anſwer to 4 common Plea that all Sorts of 


peſtilent Herefies might be taught in pubick, 
if no ſuch Reſtraint as this were laid upon the 


Teachers, he replies Let thoſe, who are en- 


truſted with the Power of admitting Perſons to 
be 7. eachers, carefully enquire into their Quali- 
fications, and, according to the beſt of their 
Judgment, reject ſuch as they find either graſily 
ignorant of the general Principles of Religion, 
.or whom they have juſt reaſon to Ju uſpett of a Juſt 
determined Reſolution to contemn them. --== 
I ſhould look upon this as a fair Conceſſion : 
but it is ſo looſely, and ambiguouſſy, worded, 

that I know not what to make of it. What 
does he mean by the general Principles of 
Religion? and what Religion, Natural, or 
Revealed? According to the moſt obvious 
Senſe of the Words, every one is to be ad- 
mitted to the Office of a Teacher, but only 
an Atheiſt, who is ignorant of, or diſbelieves 
the Being, or Providence of God. But I 
hope our Author means the Chriftian Religion. 
What men are we to underſtand by the ** 
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2 Privididts - of this Religion. Perhaps, 
only * a'general Profeffion of their Faith in 
Chrif, though they believe not one Docttine 
which he taught. Or perhaps he means an 


Ackgowiedyenient of the Truth of Scripture. 
And this —_ is a Teſt that will admit 


Popith' Priefts, and all the wildeſt Sectaries, 
into our Miniſtry : for all thefe. pretend to 
found their Doctrines on Srriptarr. An ex- 
cellent Method this of guarding againſt pg¹. 
Len Hergen, by ſuch an * Enquiry, as will 

exclude none of ems. + | 


Our Author beide _ an Arreter of 


the Rift and Progreſs of « Cuſtom, whith, as 
he tells us, ſgems ro place certain Exphtieations of 
Suppoſed Scriptures on the ſame foot with Serip- 
fures thenfetves, viz. Cretds,. and Confefflons. 
And for what he advances we ate to'take his 
Word: for he has given us no Manner of 
Proof. It will appear that the Reverſe of 
what he has here advanced is true. Theſe 
Sublilties of metaphyſical Debite were not in- 
ttoduced by the Governors of the Church, 


but by'e the ſeveral Hereticks of thoſe Times 


Ser p · 12, 13. 195 
This is the Account given us by Treræus, I. 1. c. . 1.26 
& c. 2. In him alſo we may ſee a particular Account of theſe 


Hereticks, and their Subtheties: Amongſt them we find Cerin- 
thus 


4 
And Oreeds, and Confefions of Faith, were 
from the Beginning Wu mann; to en 


PO band i aha 34 Bleffhd Sv; Diitiny, 
* Briighaft's Antiquities, I. x. c. 3 & 4. 1. b e. 1. C 8, 
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We a are told 5 in a Note that a ried ought to be very heat au 
ritellig#te 1o' all Perſons : and that the Terms of Chriſtian Com 
autor ſhould Tikewfe be as general, aud comprebeuus, as it s 
e. But how we inc to make a Creed, in which all Par. 
tits hall agree: or frame «Liturgy, wherein all Sefts of C briftians 
might j Join, I cannot eaſily comprehend : How ſhall they, WHO 
—_— and honour him as God, join in the 

lune Linirgy, with thoſe who deny his Diviniy, and eſterm 
his Worſſip ao better than /dolarry? The good Man might 
a well carry. his Scheme of Comprehenſion a little farther. 
Mr Pope has given us an Univer/al Prayer. Might not we on 
the fame Plan frame an Univer/al Liturgy, *vherein not ony 


all Sotzs & Lingua, but all Yruon, Turts, and Infidel, 2 


well as Hermriela, might join? And yet, I am afraid, even 
| this would not take all in. The whole Body of our Diſſenters 
would ſtill be excluded: for they all, I , declare 28 
pre au ne arid * N a 


eee Nes, though our Author had juſt | * told 
ps that he lad no De/ign of entering into the Jſubjec matter of 
aur Articles, he ſeems to plead only for me Relaxation fro 
the prifent Mode of Subſcribing, and complains of our Articles, 
a8 entailing a <vhole Jyflim on us at once. And then he proceeds 
o calculate how many Propofitions there are in theſe Articlu, 
I wiſh he would take the ſame Pains to calculate how many 
Propoſitions are contained in the Firſt Chapter of St. John's 
Copel. There are no leſs thansthree in the firſt Verſe. And 
yet they are all neceſſary Truths. 
| againſt 
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(6 )* 
againſt their Evaſions : nor were any Perſons 


admitted to Baptiſm without making Pro- 


feſſion of the primary Articles of the Cbriſtian 
Faith. And, as Hereſies multiplied, and 
new, and unſcriptural Doctrines were in- 
vented, the Church judged it neceſſary to 
| N againſt their Miſconſtructions of Scrip- 
ture. This Writer has put us in mind that 
even in the Apoſtles Times there were 769. 
2050 corrupted the Word of God, and handled 
it degeitfully. Some ſuch Proviſion therefore 
ſeems to have been neceſſary to guard againſt 
theſe deceitful Workers. So far indeed we 
are agreed that this Power of the Church 
may be, and has been, abuſed, In Proceſs 
of Time Corruptions ſtole in, both in Prac- 
tice, and Faith. And as the Church of Rome 
thought fit to eſtabliſh theſe Corruptions, it 
became neceſſary to ſeparate from her Com- 


munion. But how did the firſt Reformers 


do this? not by aboliſhing all Creeds, and 
Confeſſions. No, they found it neceſſary to 
draw up Confeffions of their own. As ſome, 
who ſet up for Reformers, had broached 
many erroneous, and peſtilent Doctrines; 
the Lutherans firſt, and after their Example 
other Proteſtant Churches, thought fit to 
draw up C onfe Mons of their Faith. And this 


p. 10. 


they 


43 


they did, partly to acquit themſelves sf: the 
Scandal of abetting wild and ſeditious En- 
thufraſts, and declaring what were their real 
Doctrines: partly, to prevent ſuch Eutbu- 
fats on the one Hand, and Popiſb Emiſſaries 
on the other, from intruding themſelves into 
their Miniſtry. © Nor was there (as far as I 
can find) ever any Church, ever ſince the 
Apoſiles Times, either before, or after, the 
Reformation, but what had ſome Creed, or 
Confeſſion ' of Faith, The Lutherans, the 
Caluinifts, the Remonſtrants, and even the 
Sacinians, as well as our Church, had their 
Forms of Doctrine, and did not acknowledge 
ſuch as their Brethren, who would not pre- 
fer their Belief of them. Nor is it eaſy to con- 
ceive a Church under any-other Notion, but 
as a Body of Men profeſſing ſome common 
Form of Doctrine, and joining in ſome com- 
mon form of Worſhip. 4 


But we are told that theſe good Men were 
not aware how little agreeable this part of their 
Conduct might prove to the Principles they firſt 
fet out upon: which were that the Holy 
Scripture was our only Standard both of Faith, 
and Practice; and that its Meaning was to be 
aſcertained to us by our own Reaſon. But this 


p. 8. 
= Incon- 
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(8) 
Inconſiſtency ſhould not oply. haye been 


aſſerted, but proved. They did not ſet up 
their Confaſſians, as Standard: of Faith, nor 


impoſe them on Men's Conſciences as ſuch, 


They deſired every Man to ſearch. the Scrip- 
tares, and judge for himſelf. But though 
they did not aſſume à Power over Men's 
Canſciences, nor deny them the Liberty of 
private Judgment, yet they thought that they 
had Authority to enjoin à publick Profeſſion 


of what they judged to be neceſſary Articles 


of Faith, as a eee a H Aan 


union. 


But this, it eme, was, ene of the chief 
Cauſes of the Diuiſon, and Difreſſes, which 
we read of in eco/efaftical Story. Our Au- 
tho, I ſuppaſe, thinks that ſuch Devon, 
and Diſturbances, were not owing to heper- 
verſe diſputings of Heretichs, and Schiſmaticks, 
but to the Governors of the Church, who 


beld faft the Form of found Words, And 


poſſibly too he may think that Inſurrectians, 
nad Rebellions in the State, are not owing 


to the Untulineſe of factious Subjects, but 
to Kings, and Rulers. But moſt reaſonable 
Men, I believe, will think otherwiſe. Our 
Author refers us here for Proof to Curcellæus, 


and Limborch. Theſe Men might have but 


E & k 


too much. Reaſon to complain of the Impo- 


ſitions of the Romiſo Church, and thoſe of 


their own Countrymen at home. But they 
were both Remonſtrants, and had g given their 
Aſſent to, and wrote in Defence of, the Re- 
monſtrants. Confe Non of Faith. This Confe eff bon, 
was publiſhed. with a Preface, wherein are 
anſwered the Objections uſually urged againſt 
ſuch Confeſſions. They are the fame with 
thoſe brought here by our Author,---7bat, 


they hires” from the Autbority of Scripture--= 
that they offend Men's Conſciences, and hinder 
the. Liberty of Propbecying. that. they accafion 
Drojfians, and Factiant, -] refer him to this 


Preface. Nor an Anſwer to every wa he © has 
here alledged *. as | 


; After all, what is all this to the Purpoſe ? 
The Queſtion propoſed is the Propriety of re- 
quiring of Perſons to be ordained a Sub/eription 
to Articles of Religion. But he has hitherto 
been arguing againſt Creeds, and Confeſſions 


of Faith, required of all Men as Terms of 


Communion. We are, hardly yet got in fight of 
the main Queſtion. If we ſhorten our Creeds, 
new frame our Liturgies, and make our. 


I beg leave alſo to refer him to Dr Rogers's Diſcourſe 
of the Viſible and Inviſible Church of Chri/t, p. ii. ch. 6. 
and to his Review, p. ii. ch. 5. 
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of Communion 2 general, and aumprr bene, 21 

to take in all Secte of” Chriſtians, yet till it 
may be neceſſary to take Care that this mixed 
Multitude may be well taught, and for that 
Purpoſe provided with proper Teachers“ 
who may be able 2 found Doctrine, both to ex- 
hort, and to convince rhe Gainſa —_— 


| 
But now we ſeem to be coming to the 
main Point *. We are told that all Kinds f 


Engagements declarative of our full and final 
Perſuaſion in Matters of Faith are wholly ; 
founded on Principles direktiy oppoſite to theſe Ml © 
abovementioned, (J ſuppoſe) that Scripture un Ml A 
the Standard of Faith, and that its Meaning 7 
zs to be aſcertained to us by our own Reaſon.--- I 

al 


But we do not ſet up our Articles as a Rult 
of Faith. Nay theſe very Articles declare 
that nothing is to be required of any Man ts 
be believed as an Article of F aith, that is 
not read in Scripture, or may be proved there- 
by: and that befdes the fame the Church 
ought not to enforce any thing to be believed for 
neceſſity of Salvation. Nor do we deprive 
any one of his Right of private Judgment. 
The Candidate for Ordcrs might judge for 
himſelf, before he offered himſelf, and fo 
he may after Ordination. It is a very unfair 


Tit. 1. 9. .. © Art. vi. 4 Art. xx. 
| State 


5 


1 


State of the Caſe to call our Subſcription 4 
Dedaration of our full, and final, Perſuaſion, in 
Matters of Faith. No Man is hereby tied 
up from impartially examining the Word of 
God, nor from altering his Opinion, if he 
finds Reaſon ſo to do, We are told indeed 
(how truly I know not) that the Church of 
Scotland requires her Miniſters to promiſe to 
adbere to the ſame Perſuaſion to thier Life's End. 
I am ſure our Church requires no ſuch thing. 
But I cannot ſee what Obligation lies on a 
Teacher, who on his Examination alters his 
Opinion, openly. to maintain his new Opi- 
nion. Will this Writer ſay that every 
Teacher of the Goſpel is bound to maintain all 
Truths, and combat all Errors, in all Caſes, 
and at all Seaſons? If he does, he muſt 
allow the Governours of the Church the 
ſame Right of Judgment, and the ſame 
Zeal for Truth, And if fo, they may think 
themſelves obliged to forbid, and reſtrain, 
ſuch Perſon from venting his novel Opini- 
ons, as their Miniſter. 


But we are told that the Judgment of moſt 


thinking Men will be always in a progreſſive 
State.---So indeed we find, Theſe thinking 


Men will one Year preach up the Divinity of 


„ N 
B 2 our 


1 
our Bleed Saviour; the next Year they will | 
explain it away; ſoon after, growing ftil! | 
wiſer, they will teach their Flock that he is | 
a mere Man, and no Worſhip due to him: at | 
laſt, they will give them to underſtand, that the 
Apoſtles Creed is erroneous. I fear that while 
the Teachers Undettanding is in a progreſtve 
State, his Congregation will be in a retro- 
grade State, with regard both to Faith, and 
Morals. And I humbly think that in fuch 
Caſes theſe thinking Men, if they chooſe to 
retain their Preferments, ſhould keep their 
Opinions to themſelves*, N 


8 What follows is mere S Oor 
Church' preaches no other Goſpel than that which 
ſhe received, nor propoumds any other Articlis for 
Goſpel, nor fixes any Standards or Criterions of 
Faith ſeparate from this Goſpel : and fo ſhe has 
fully declared. She claims indeed Authority 
in Controver/ies of Faith : but only fo far as to 

judge for herſelf what ſhall be her own I ” 


Terms of Communion, and what Qualifi- to 
cations ſhe ſhall require in het own Miniſters, WU # 
Nor does our Church herein claim any other W 
© See this Point Rated by Dr Rawlebb in his Vindication i © 
of the Doctrine of the Trimiry, App. p. 13. and more fully . 
handled in Dr Reger;s's Civil Eſtabliſhment of Religion, . 
Chap. ii. Sect. 7, 8, 9. 10. l 
1 Au- / 


1 
Authority (as has already been ſhewn) than 
what all Chriian Churches, ancient and 
modern, Proteftaxt as well as Popiſb, have 
always claimed, and exerciſed. Nor is this 
Claim any way inconſiſtent with the Right 
of ptivate Judgment, or Liberty of free En- 
quiry. But we are told that hr Spirit of 
impojing,: fiiled the Myſtery of Iniguicy, began 
to ward 4 early, as the Apoſtles Times. But 
who were theſe Impo/ers? Not the Governors 
of the Church® : but vain Talkers, and De- 
ceivers, who ſet themſelves up in Oppoſition 
thoſe Governors. Theſe were the Perſons. the 
Apoſtle forewarnes us againſt, as © corrupting the 
Mord of God, and handling it deceitfudly. If 
any ſuch ſhould ariſe amongſt us, I ſhould 
think, and ſo did St Paul, that it concerns 
the Governours of the Church to /fop their 
Mut 5 


But we now ſeem to be coming to the 
main Queſtiou. We are told that with regard 
to the Right 2 requiring Subſcription deduted 
from the Nature of a Society, as ſuch, which 
Writers on that fide generally ſet out with, it reſts 
entirely on this Argument, or Aerts, viz. that 


a P. 10. * Tit. 1 1. 10. 4 2 Cor. i ii. 17. EM iv. 2. 
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AY 
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the' Church, lile other Societies; has a Power ts 
preſcribe its on Terms of Admittance, &c.---To 
this it is anſwered that this. Society is ſomething 
more-than a mere human Eftabl, ;/hment---and that 
the Terms of Admittance into this Society are 
Ared by the very Authority that conſtituted the So- 
ciety itſelf. And here three or four Texts of 
Scripture are brought to prove that. we are 
Bound to receive all Perſons into this Society on a 
general Profeſſion of their Faith in Chriſt. But 

here again the Queſtion is changed upon us. 
The thing to be proved was the Impropriety 
of requiring Subſeription of Perſons to be or- 
dained. And to prove this he tells us that 
the - 4poſtles admitted Perſons to Baptiſm 
on a general Profeſſion of their Faith in Chriſt. 
Queen Candace's Eunuch and Cornelius the Cen- 
turion were indeed baptized : but they were 
not ordained Prieſts, or Deacons. Nor do 
his Inſtances prove even the Non-neceflity of 
Bapt nal Profeſſions *. Philip, before he 
baptized 7he Eunucb, had preached unto him 

Jeſus, and taught him from / liii. the 

octrine of Redemption by Chri/t : and 7he 
Eunuch by his Profeſſion of Faith in Yeſis 
Chriſt, muſt be underſtood to give his Aſſent 
to the Doctrines preached to him. Cornelius“ 


Acts ix. 33, &c. c p 
ale 
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Caſe was an extraordinary « one*. While-St 
Peter was preaching to him, the Holy Ghoſt 
fell upon all them whith' heard 'the Mord. 
Whereupon Peter anfibvered---Can any Man 
forbid Water that theſe ſhould not be baptized, 
which have received the Holy Ghoſt as well ar 
we. And he commanded him to be baptized in 
the Name of the Lord. This can be no Rule 
what is to be done in ordinary Caſes, His 
laſt Text of Scripture is ſtill leſs to his Pur- 
poſe *. There aroſe a Dsſenhon, and Diſpu- 
tation, among the Chriftians at Antioch, about 
the Neceſſity of the My ofaical Law. This 
Queſtion was determined in a Council of the 
Apoſtles and Elders at Feruſalem, who gave 
Sentence that no greater Burden ſhould be laid 
upon the Gentile Converts than ſome few 
neceſſary Points of Practice. And what is 
this to the Caſe of Creedi, or Subſeriptions. 
This Paſſage ſhould rather ſeem to prove the 
Authority of the Church, both to prevent the 
wig: of falſe Doctrines, and to A 
Rites, and Ceremonies. | . 


I know that is has been aſſerted by ſome 
Writers of Note, that the only neceſſary 
Article of Faith is that Feſus is the Meſſiah © 
and theſe Texts, which our Author has * 


« * x. 44, &c. Acts xv. 3 
uce 
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daced, and ſome others, have been brought 
in proof of it. But I ſhonld be glad to know 
what they mean by this Term Meſiab.— 
If chey mean only. à Prophet ſent by Cod, 
then this Aſſertion amaunts ta this, that it 
is necellary to heliere Foſiuc to he a true Pro- 
phet, and yet not neceſſary to believe any 
one Pocttine which he taught. But if by-- 


the Meſtabn-they mean, as they ſhould mean, 


tbe Quly- begotten: Son | of God, anainted, and 
ſent hy the Father, o make Prapittution for 
che Fundamental Articles of the Ghrytian 

Faith,, Nor can any Argument be drawn 
from the Practice of the Apaſtlet. At the 
firſt Publication of the Go/pe/ Gad bore, Wit. 
n ta it with, Signs. and Wonders. Thoſe 
who. were convinced by theſe Miracles, and 
believed the divine Miſſion of the dpg/ies, 
and thereupon ſubmitted to be taught by 
them, might perhaps be baptized, and re- 
ceived, into the Church, without any farther 
Profeflion. But this would be no Rule to 
ſucceeding Ages. And even in the Apoſtles 
Days we find that Teaching generally pre- 
ceded Baptiſm *. So it was in the Caſe of 
Queen Candace s Eunuch. It has been already 
ſhewn that Creeds and Confeſſions of Faith 


* See alſo Acts viii. 12. x. 34. xvi. 14. 32, 33. XViii. 8. 
Were 
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were in Uſe in the firſt Ages of the Chri/- 


tian Church, and were required of Perſons 
to be baptized ?. This Practice is ſaid by 
the moſt ancient Writers to be derived 


from the Apoſtles themſelves. The Apoſtles \ 


Creed, which we now have, though the 
whole of it was not compoſed by the 
Apoſtles themſelves, yet was formed upon 
their Plan; and the greateſt Part of it either 
compoſed, or authorized, by the Apoſtles, as 
may be ſeen in the Writers cited underneath*. 


In the Primitive Church no adult Perſons. 


were baptized without previous Inſtruction. 


They continued ſome Time in the State of 


Catechumens, when they were inſtructed in the 
Doctrines of Chri/tianity, and taught their 
Creed; and when they were admitted to 
Baptiſm, they made publick and ſolemn 
Profeſſion of their Faith, in the Words of 


Y Tren. L. i. c. 2. Tertull. de Præſeript. adv. Hæret. c. 13, 
21, Adv. Prax. c. 2. See alſo Bingham's Antiq. L. x. ch. 3. 
Critical Hiſt, of the Apeſtles Creed, ch. 1. Roger“ Review, 
Part. ii. c. 5. Our Author, perhaps, may cry out, So 
early did this Myſtery of Iniquity begin to work. No; it was 
not the Myſtory of Iniguity, but the Myftery of Godlingſi, which 
theſe Creeds ſet forth—God manifeft in the Fleſh, 

* Bingham's Antiq. B. x. 

. . 7. . , Kc. 
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the Greed appointed by the Church. And 
when Children. baptized, they had Sponſor 
who anſwered for thaw: | 


The like Care was from the Beginning 
taken to keep falſe Teachers out of the 
Church. St. Paul directs Timothy to con- 
mit thoſe Things which he had heard to faith- 


n 


10 


ful Mon, 1060 Should be able to teach others £ 
alſo and to ordain ſuch Deacons only as 
beld the Myſtery of the Faith in à pure Con- 4 
ſcience. And he commiſſions Titus to or- a 
dain ſuch Elders in every City as beld faſt the t 
| faithful Word, as they had been taught, that 0 
| they might be able, by ſound Doctrine, both n 
to exhort and to convince the Gainſayers. tl 
And he commands him to /fop the Mouths of Wl © 
vain Talkers and Deceiuers; and to rejet, % 
after the firſt and ſecond Admonition, a Man ot 
1 tat is an Heretick. * And in the Primitive T 
Church the greateſt Care was taken to pre- 
| ſerve the Unity of the Faith. Strict En- 
quiry was made into the Faith and Ortho- ag 
doxy of all Perſons to be ordained : and ſte 
they were * to give in a Form of I Re 


Ch. 6. 6 © 2, Tim. ii, 2. 1 ie ff 9. 
N LY) &c. f iii. IO, 


ans B. xvi. ch. 1, Ib. B. iv. ch. 3. 
2 
of 


4 
e of their Faith ſubſeribed with 
own Hand; and thoſe who taught any he- 


retical Opinions were cenſured, and caſt out 
out of the Church. 


Mi am glad, however, that our Author al- 
lows the Church to be a Society. As to the 
Terms of Admittance, I refer him to the ori- 
ginal Charter *, which commiſſions the 
Apoſtles to receive Diſciples into the Church, 


by baptizing them in the Name of the Father, 


and of” the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. I 
think it may be from hence reaſonably 
concluded, that Perſons baptized ſhould 
make Profeflion of their Faith in the Pather, 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoft ; and that Per- 
ſons appointed to be Teachers ſhould be 
ſound in this Faith, and able to inſtruct 
ethers in the Nature and Offices of theſe 


Three Divine Perſons. 


But here we loſe Sight of the Queſtion | 


again ; * and a new one is introduced in its 
ſtead, with regard to the Civil Sanctions of 
Religion. It ſeems Men muſt not only not 
be compelled, but muſt not be tempted to de- 


Matt. xxvii. 19 -ανν,pue art gar rigerris. 


C 2 clare 
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clare * Aſent to what they. cannot believe. 
The Magiſtrate therefore muſt not eſtabliſh 
what he thinks the true Religion; muſt 
annex no Rewards to it's Profeſſors. There 
muſt be no Tythes, no rich Benefices, no 
Dignities or Biſhopricks; for theſe are 
tempting Things, and may hazard the Probity 
of his Subjects. Or, if he allots any Main- 
tenance to the Teachers of Religion, be 


muſt admit all Perſons indiſcriminately, 
Papiſts, and all the wildeſt Sectaries, who 


hold Principles ſubverſive of the F oundation 


of what he thinks the true Religion l. Whe- 
ther this will contribute to ſecure either the 
Peace, or the Probity, of the People, let any 
| reaſonable Men judge. I muſt defire to be 
excuſed from following our Author any far- 
ther out of the Way. The Authority of 
the Magiſtrate in Matters of Religion, the 
Reaſonableneſs of Toleration, and under 
what Reſtrictions it may or may not be 


granted, are Points of ſome Difficulty, and 


cannot be properly treated of in a narrow 
Compaſs. And as they are foreign to the 
preſent Queſtion, ſo I have neither Inclina- 
tion, nor Leiſure, to enter into the Diſcuſſion 
5 of them; ; and therefore I refer to the ex- 


+ Sep Dr. Balpy's Charge. 
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cellent De. Rogers, who has n handled 
theſe Subjects. 

But I cannot * aſking « our 1 
what he means by Pains and Penalties, and 
wholeſome Severities? and what, and who he 
complains of ? Does our Church or our Go- 
vernment ® (to uſe the Words of the worthy 
Dean of Gheefter) inflict any corporal Pu- 
niſhment, or levy any Fines and Penalties, 
on thoſe who will not comply with the 
Terms of her Communion? No. Doth it 
deny them the Right of Privilege of wor- 
ſhipping God. in their own Way ? No: 
Toleration is granted them on realoriable 
Terms. Are Men denied the Liberty of 
free Debate ? No; nothing is puniſhable by 
our Laws but open Blaſphemy and Profane- 
neſs, and publickly impugning the moſt 
fundamental Articles of our Religion; and 
even theſe Laws are ſcarce ever put in Exe- 
cution. Men ſpeak, and write, juſt what 
they pleaſe, with Impunity. What then 
do they complain of? Why, that they have 
node of thoſe Emoluments allotted to the 
Teachers of the eſtabliſhed Religion, N ä 


m Apology for the Church of England, * 
! Page 16, 


they 
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they wiſh to enjoy without complying with 
the Terms required ; and load the Chorch, 


fot 
W. 
and Government, with Abuſe for not grati- th 
Vis them in their een Demands. 4. 

kr 


I meet with nothing to the Purpoſe tyi by 
p- 21. where we are told, that fach dofrinal We 
Formularies exclude none but conſcientious Men Il lid 

from any particular Communion : they create I 28 
no Difficulty to others, who fubſeribe then Ml ® 
as Things of Courſe ; and in the like Circum- to 
Aances will fubſcribe any thing.---T would de- thi 
fire our Author, inſtead of doctrinal Forma- 
lities, to read Oaths, and then ſee how his 
Argument would run. The Government 
muſt require no Oarhs of Allegiance, or Supre- 
Macy, of Perſons to be admitted to- Poſts of 
Honour or Profit ; for theſe will exclude none 
but conſcientious Men: others will take them 
as things of courſe, and will ſwear to any 
thing. But who are theſe ofhers, who /ub- 
feribe the Articles as Things of Courſe ? He 
would not, I hope, ſuggeſt that the Bulk 
of the Clergy do fo. I am well perſuaded 
that the Generality of the Clergy, when 
they offer themſelves for Ordination, conſi- 
der ſeriouſly what Office they take upon 
| _ and firmly believe what they /ul/cribe 

If by this means ſome con/crentious Per- 


ſons 


( 23 ) 1 = 


ſons are excluded, we are ſorry for it: : but 
we eſteem thoſe only fit to be admitted i into 
the Miniſtry, who hold the Faith, as well as 
a good Conſcience. If unworthy Men, who 


know not, or care not, what they /ub/cribe, 
by this Means get into the Miniſtry, they 


would not be excluded, if we were to abo- 
liſh all Subſcription. If others ſubſcribe 
againſt the Dictates of their Conſcience, 
and afterwards think themſclves at Liberty 
to bear their Teſtimony againſt what they have 
thus ſolemnly declared their Aſſent to, it is 


their Fault alone. If the beſt Method 


which could be thought of 0 avaid Diverſi- 
ties of Opinions, and eſtabliſh Conſent touching 
true Religion, may, through the Perverſe- 
neſs and Corruption of Mankind, have had 
a contrary, Effect; ſurely not the Church, 
byt ſuch Men alone are to blame. 


85 Bur o our r Church, it is ſaid, at fb pro- 
ceded on the moſt extenſive Plan. -And pray 
when has ſhe altered it? We have the 
lame Articles of Subſcription now as we had 


in Queen Elizabeth's Time. The royal De- 


claration afterwards prefixed to it, added no- 
thing to them, but only approved and con- 


4 Page 21. 
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firmed what had been always the true Intent 
of ſubſcribing. I. am no way concerned to 
vindicate every Expreſſion in this Declara- 
tion. It may be ſufficient: to obſerve, that 
there are ſome Errors expreſsly condemned 
in our Articles. and ſome Doctrines clearly 
and poſitively afſerted.. In theſe it was the 
Intention of the Compilers to 2fablr/h Con- 
ſent ; nor were theſe to be drawn afide to any 
new Senſe by forced Conſtructions. ' In other 
mote curious Points they purpoſely worded 
the Articles in general Terms, allowing Per- 
ſons agreeing in the general Senſe to differ 
in the particular Explanation of it. 


© Our Author comes now at laſt to an- 
ſwer the Pleas offered in Support of this Prac- 
tice of Subſcription. One of theſe, he ſays, i 
drawn from the ſacred Writings being capabl: 
of fuch a Variety of Senſes, that Men of widely 
different Perſuafions ſhelter themſelves under the 
fame Forms of Expreſſion. It would ſurely 
have been more fair to have given us the 
Words of ſome of theſe Advocates for Sub- 
fſeription, Let us then take their Plea in 
their own 'Terms.--- Wie acknowledge (ſays 


one of them) the Scriptures to be ſufficiently 


| © Page 24. A. D. of O's Charge, P. 13 
: | clear 
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ther in all Matters neceſſary to Salvation: but 
what if” Men wreft theſe Scriptures ? explain 
away the plameſt Texts of Scripture, and pre- 
tend to prove the moſt erroneous and pernicious 
Doctrine, from Scripture ? Are ſuch Men to 
be entruſted with the Miniftry of the Goſpel, 
and commiſſioned to teach theſe erroneous Doc- 
trines ? What then is to be done in this Caſe? 
TI know of no better Way of Security againft 
ſuch Decervers, than by drawing up Articles 
explaining fach Scriptures as theſe Men have 
perverted, and guarding againff their Miſcon- 
fruttions. If this is not allowed, we can 
have nv Fence to prevent Popiſh Emiſſaries, or 
any falſe Teachers whatſoever, from thruſting 

; themſelves into the Miniſtry. 


And what has our Author to ſay in An- 
{wer to this? Firſt, he queries whether the 
Scriptures are in Reality fo differently interpre- 
ted in Points of real Conſequence. But the 
fame Writer has ſhewn that they are, and 
inſtanced in the firſt Chapter of 5. John's 
Gofþel. But we muſt not take this for grant- 
ed, and make ourſelves ſole Fudges of this Con- 

| fequente. So far only does the Church make 
herſelf Fudge, as to judge what Doctrines are 
fit to be taught, and what Securities are to 
be required of thoſe whom ſhe admits into 
D her 


1 

her Miniſtry. And in this the Governors 
of the Church have the ſame Right to judge 
as all other Perſons have to judge for them- 
ſelves, and to act accordingly. But their 


Expoſitions, we are told, will at length be- 
come equally difficult to be expounded. If they 


ſhould, the Church has Power to alter and | 
explain them when ſhe judges it neceſſary 


or expedient. 


y Another Pha our Author mentions of the 
Same Kind is, that all Sorts of peſtilent Here- 
fies might be taught in public, if no ſuch Re- 
Araint as this were laid upon the Teachers. 
* His Reply to this has been already conſi- 
dered. It is indeed a fair Conceſſion that 
peſtilent Hergſies ought to be guarded againſt, 
and that to this End ſome Enguiry ought 


to be made into the Principles of thoſe who | 


are to be appointed Teachers, What then 
would he give us in the Room of Sub/crij- 
tian? The Church may, if ſbe thinks fit, 
ſupply her Clergy with proper Comments on 
Scripture, or Homilies properly adapted to thei 
own Times, and, if you pleaſe, with Articles of 
Religion alſo. -»=- Very well. But of what 
Authority are theſe Comments, Homilies and 


» Page 3c. * See above, p. 3. 
Articles 
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Articles to be? Here we are rather in the 
Dark. It ſhould ſeem by what follows, 
that they are only for the Edification of theſe 
her Sons, as meet Helps and Directions for the 
more effettual Diſcharge of their Miniſtry. 
How then will you hinder pe/tilent Hergſies 
being taught in publick, if you admit Perſons 
into your Miniſtry, who neither approve of 
your Comments, nor believe your Articles, 
and ſuffer them afterwards to write and 
preach againſt all or any of them ? But it 
ſeems, Preachers are to be made liable to 
Cenſure Fin Impieties, when uttered by them, 
but not bound beforehand to ſuch a Clog of Pre- 
cautions. But 15 again he ſhelters himſelf 
under general Words. What does he mean 
by Inpieties? And who is to be judge what 
are Inpieties, and what Cenſure is to be paſ- 
ſed upon them. You put Comments on 
Scripture, and Articles of Religion, into your 
Teachers Hands. Is he obliged to explain the 
Scriptures in Conformity to theſe Comments? 
and to teach ſuch Doctrines as are ſet forth 
in theſe Articles, and no other? If he * 
how ſhauld we be in a better Caſe than we 
are at preſent ? It ſhould ſeem rather worſe; 
for we ſhould be tied down by Comments as 
well as Articles. Suppoſing then that any 
of theſe Preachers ſhould preach different 
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Doctrines, and that in the moſt important 
and fundamental Points; would you allow | 
the Governors of the Church any Power to WW ; 
. reſtrain them, or ſuſpend them from their 7 
Office? Or muſt they wait till they proceed 
to open Blaſþhemy, and may be convicted 
before a Judge and Jury? If ſo, then all 

Sorts of peſtilent Hergies may and will be 
taugt in publick, without any Reſtraint, 
And I am humbly of Opinion, that it is 
much better to take proper Precaution before- 
hand, and more eligible, not to admit thoſe 
into the Miniſtry who hold theſe pernicious 
Doctrines, than to to cenſure them for it 
after wards - But Meſbeim repreſents the Me- 
thod here recommended to be the Caſe pre- 
ciſely with the Arminian Confeſfion. But theſe 
Arminians are no national Church: they are, 
as the ſame Maſbeim tells us, @ Medley of 
Perſons. of different. Principles, who, properly 
Healing, have no fixed flable Form or Syſtem 
of Doctrine. And yet theſe will not look 
on the Papiſtt or the Calviniſte, who deny 
their five. Articles as Brethren. They. alſo 
thought it neceſſary to draw up 4 Confeſſion 
of their Faith, much larger than our Body 
of Articles. And (as I obſerved before) WW pl: 
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in their Preface to this Confeſſion, * an- 

ſwer the ſame Objections againſt ſuch Con- 
Hſions of Faith as are here revived by our ö 
Author. 


1 muſt beg Leave to paſs by the follow- 
ing long-minded Periods. of Declamation ; 
I can find nothing in them but what has 
been already 2 and J am tired with 
repeating the ſame Anſwers to the ſame 
Objections, cloathed in different * 
ions. 


3 paſs, on to. page 30, i our W e 
in Anſwer to thoſe who have urged that un- 
| ſcriptural Words might as well be uſed in 
Confeſſions of Faith as in Preaching, fays, that 
the two Cafes are widely different. I can ſee 
bat little Difference in this Reſpect. They 
are both Explications of Scripture ; and 
therefore in both other Words muſt be uſed 
beſides Scripture. Nor does our Church 
claim any divine Authority ; nor does ſhe 
peremptvrily decide Matters for us, or bind them 
upon us, as, our Author miſrepreſents the 
Caſe. But whereas falſe Teachers had ex- 
plained away the Senſe of Scripture by new 
and unſeriptural Diſtinctions, it was judged 
neceſſary to guard againſt their Evaſions, and 
thereby 


630) 


thereby exclude ſuch falſe Teachers from # 
our Miniſtry, If we were on this Account # 
forced to make-Uſe of new Terms, the 0 
Novelty is chargeable, not on us, but on 6 
them. Nor is this (as I have often already ; 
obſerved) any way inconſiſtent with the } 
Aﬀertion, that the Holy Scriptures contain all 7 
Doctrines required of nog an eternal Lg p 
vation 2 8 P 
| 7 

| en J cannot paſs by one of his d 
long-winded laboured Sentences, though | 0 
cannot eaſily fix his Meaning. ---- Were e 
fome Perſons ſenfible of this (though I can- N 
not make out from the Context what 7hzs is) 8 
they would not furely be fo forward to ſaſpecl * 
us .of Hypocriſy and Prevarication, while we q 
efteem” ounſelves bound to keep up alt theſe Forms, l 
till reheved by proper Authority ; nor impute it P 
wholly to our private Intereſt, when we mini- 1 
N comply with _ we are not able to 1 
+ But we find the Tables now turned upon us. The G 
Church is now charged with introducing an/criptural Term: P 
and metaphy/ical Debates ; whereas it was her Deſign to guard an 
againſt the metaphyſical Subtleties of vain Deceivers. And it be 
may be, and often has been ſhewn, that thoſe Things, 10 


which may now ſeem abſtruſe in our Creed and Articles, were 
occaſioned by the ſubtle Eyaſions of the Hereticks of thoſe in 
Days. re 
Page 32. | 
. remove; 


„ 
remove; and patiently remain in Poſts, bo- 
ever invidiouſly repreſented, where it is con- 
cerved that we may do more good, and perform 


a more acceptable Service to our common: Maſs 
ter, by continuing to labour on in his waſte 
Vineyard, and wait his own good Time for Op- 
portunities of ufing our little Influence | hereby 


prevented from growing ſtill leſs] towards 


pruneing a few. wild Branches in it, und root« 
ing out ſome of the rankeſt Weeds.-+Be pleaſed, 
Sir, to come out of the Clouds. You have 
not yet thought fit to tell us who you are, 
nor what your Tenets are, nor what it is 
which you ſo much diſlike in our Forms. I 
conld wiſh in particular that you had been 
more explicit with regard to the Doctrine 
of the 7. rinity. This Doctrine has been 
lately abuſed. in very rude and groſs Terms. 
Permit me then to aſk, Whether a Perſon, 
who diſbelieves this Doctrine, can, without 
Hypocriſy and Prevarication, ſubſcribe to the 
Article, which aſſerts, that in the Unity of the 
Godbead there be three Perſons of one Subſtance, 
Power, and Eternity, the Father, the Son, 
and the Holy Ghoſt. But perhaps there may 
be ſome, who at firſt /ub/cribed to theſe Ar- 
ticles as things of courſe ; but are improved 
in Knowledge ſince. But have they never 
repeated their Subſcription? and do they 

| think 


think themſelves at liberty to take upon 
them the Office of Teachers and Governors, 
in a Church whoſe fundamental Doctrinez 
they diſbelieve, and repeatedly declare their 
Aſſent to what they think falſe? Again, 
can Perſons of theſe Principles efcem them. 
ſelves bound, or even at Liberty, 16 #eep uþ 
tr Forms in our Creeds, and Liturgy ? Can 
they, without Prevarication, repeat the 
Words of a Creed in a publick Congregs- 
tion, if they do not believe the Contents of 
it? Can he who denies the Divinity of our 
Blaſed Saviour, ſolemnly proteſt before God, 
and his Church, that he believes in our Lord 
Jeſus Chri- very God of very God--being of 
one Subtance with the Father? Can he, who 
diſbelieves the Doctrine of a Trinity, declare 


it publickly to be his Beſref; that the whole | 


three Perſons are co-eternal together, and to- 
equal ? Nor can ſuch a Man join in the Uſe 
of our Prayers. Can he, without Prevari- 
cation, invoke * the holy, bleſſed, and ghorinm: 
Trinity, as three Perſons, and one God ? Can 
he addreſs himſelf to our Lord Feſus Chrif, 
as one who /rveth, and reigneth, with the 
Father, and the Holy Spirit, ever one God, 
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World without End? Can he pray to God 
to keep him ſtedſaſt in the true Faith, to ac- 
| knowledge the Glory of the eternal Trinity? 

Whether theſe are our Author's Principles 
I-know:not : that he differs from the eſta- 
bliſhed Church in ſome important Points, 
may, I think, fairly be gathered from his 
own: Words. He ſpeaks in the firſt Perſon, 
--We-== and he repreſents our Church as a 
waſte Vineyard ; and waits for an Opportunity 
of pruning the wild Branches in it, and rooting - 
aut ſome of it's rankeſi Weeds. But my Charge 
is not. perſonal. againſt him; but in general 
againſt all who thus prevaricate, who, I 
fear, are too many, and whoſe Cauſe our 
Author here pleads. And I muſt aſk him 
what he means by that equivocating Ex- 
preſſion. of miniſterially complying ?---Does he 
think that the Miner officiating in a pub- 
lick Congregation ſpeaks only like a Puppet, 
or like an Actor in a Play, who ſpeaks not 
in his own Perſon, but that of another ? Oc 
does he eſteem Creeds and Public Prayers to be 
only Matters of Form, ſpoken not from the 


! 


Collect for Trinity Sunday. 

*I fear that Confeſfon will not be made with the Mouth unto 
Salvation, unleſs with the Heart Man believeth unto Righteouſ- 
rſs, Rom. x, 10. | 


E Such 


| 
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Heart, but only from the Mouth? Can he 


ſolemnly profeſs in his own Perſon, ſaying-- 
J Believe- before God, in his Church, and 
at his Altar, in the Face of the Congrega- 


tion aſſembled for Divine Service, and yet 


believe nothing of what he profeſſes his Be- 


if of ? Is he the Mouth of the Congrega- 


tion ? but ſurely he is one of the Congrega- 
tion, and muſt be ſuppoſed to declare his 
own Faith, as well as that of others. If 
he does not declare his own Faith, pray who 
does? Again, if he ſolemnly addreſſes him- 
felf to God in Terms containing what he 
verily thinks to be à Falſhood; if he prays 


to him as Gd, whom he believes to be no 


God, is there not a Lie in his Mouth ? Does 
he not hereby deceive his Congregation, and 
mock'God ? But it ſeems that wwe comply, and 


- patiently remain in Poſts (yes, and patiently 


enjoy the Profits of thoſe Poſts, and patienth 
riſe from one Poſt to another) that we may 


; * more s und Pon @ more e ge 


"ry Difulation was hetd, in FCN by the Heathen 
tree, When Euripides's Tragedy was acted on the 


Theatre at Athens, where Hippolytus fays,--'H Yager 560560); 
& Pepin er@Kere;>-My Tongue has ſauorn, but not my Heart— 


Secrates was ſo offended at this Prevarication, though only 
ſpoke by an Actor, out of a Play, that he left the Theatre. 


Service 


1 


Service to our Maſter - that is, in Scripture 8 


Language - Let us do Evil, that Good may 
came. What would this Writer himſelf 
think of a Fefurf, who ſhould talk, and act 


thus? who ſhould apply for Orders, take 


the Oath of Supremacy, ſubſeribe our Articles, 
and declare his Aſſent to our Common Prayer; 
ſhould take upon him the Office of a Prigſt 
in our Church, accept of Benefices, Dignities, 
and a Biſbopricł and on every new Promo- 
tion repeat his Subſcriptions and Declarations ? 
Shold:fuch a Man officiate in our Church, 
and declare that he did this in order to do 
more good, and perform a more acceptable Ser- 
vice to bis Maſter ; that be continued to labour 
an in the waſte Vineyard, and waited a good 
Time, and a proper Opportunity of pruning 
the wild Branchas, and rooting out the rankeſt 
Weeds in the Vineyard; that is, in more plain 
Enghſh, of ſubverting our Eſtabliſhment, 
and bringing us back to Popery. Would 
not our Author call this groſs Hypocriſy and 
Prevarication ? Juſtly he might without any 
invidious Miſrepreſentation. And yet this 
Man would have more to ſay for himſelf 
than thoſe, whoſe Cauſe he pleads. He 
might ſay that it was his Principle that ng 


Rom. iii. 8. 


E 2 Faith 
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Faith was to be kept with Heretichs, and 
that he had a Diſpenſation from the Pope, 
which quieted his Conſcience. Nay, . far- 
ther, a Popiſh Prieſt might more innocently 
officiate in our Churches, and join in our 
Creeds, and Liturgy, than a Socinian can. 


But our Author pleads the Example of 
eur firſt Reformers : and ſo might our ſup- 
poſed Fe/uit do with a better Grace. They, 
we are told, did not quit their Stations in the 
Church, but uſed all their Endeavours to 
amend it.—g-J am no way concerned to vin- 
dicate every Thing which theſe great and 
good Men did. It pleaſed God to bring 
about the Reformation by human Means. 
The irt Reformers were Men, and ſubject 
to human Frailties. If they were guilty of 
any undue Compliances in King Henry the 


Erghth's Time, they had great Temptations, 


to them. The King had begun a Reforma- 
tian by denying the Pope's Supremacy. But 
he was a Prince of a high Spirit ; and a zea- 
lous Aſſertor of all the other Errors of 
Popery. The Truth indeed is, theſe Refor- 
mers themſelves were not weaned from 


Page 32. 
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theſe Errors but by Degrees. Both Cran- 
mer, and Ridley, held the Doctrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation till the latter End of King 
Henry's Time. And therefore they might 
without Hypocriſy officiate in the Ma/s. But 
they were not ſuch miniſterial Compliers, 
as is here repreſented. * When Cranmer 
was conſecrated Archbiſhop: of Canterbury, 
he ſcrupled taking the Oath to the Pope: 
and at laſt, by the Advice of ſome Cano- 
niſts, before he took the Oath he made a 
publick Proteſtation, that he did not intend 
thereby to reſtrain himſelf from any thing 
that he was bound to, either by his Duty 
to God, or the King, or the Country: by - - 
which, ſays Dr. Burnet, if he did not wholly 
fave his Integrity, yet it was plain he intended 
no Cheat, but to att fairly, and above-board. 
When the fx Popiſh Articles were eſta- 
bliſhed 1539, Shaxton Biſhop of Saliſbury, 
and Latimer Biſhop of Worceſter, reſigned 
their Biſhopricks, thoug the former indeed 
afterwards recanted, and was a. Perſecutor 


* Strypes Memorials of Cranmer, B. i. ch. 18, Dr. Ridley's 
Life of Biſhop Ridley, B. iii. ſ. 5. 

> Strype's Memorials, B. i. ch. 4. Burnet's Hiſtory of the 
Reformation, B. ii. p. 129. | 

© Ib. B. iii. p. 266. Srrype's Memorials, B. i. c. 19˙ Dr. 
Newe's Animadverfions on Philips, p. 511. 


of 
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of the Proteſtants in Queen Marys Time. 
Cranmer was protected by the King; and 
not only did not ſubſcribe, but openly de- 
clared, and wrote againſt them. In Queen 
Mary's Reign it is well known what a glo- 
rious Stand theſe great Men made; and 
how far from any Compliance all of them 
Were, excepting only one, Who fell, and 
roſe again to receive the Crown of Martyr- 
dom. We may therefore, upon the whole, 
admire their Spirit, and applaud their Con- 
duct. Be it our Care to avoid their Failings, 
* copy after may good 1 1 200g 


£One of our Author's eder ſeems to 
his convinced of the Iniquity of ſuch mn:- 
Aerial Compliance: He has reſigned his Pre- 
ferment, and publiſhed an Apology for fo 


doing. I really think he needed no Apo- 


hogy. TI think he has acted an honeſt Part 
in giving up his Benefice, rather than offi- 
ciate in a Service, which he could not join 
in without groſs Hypocriſy. If he believed 
no Worſhip to be due to our Saviour, he 
was right not to offer up a Form of Prayer, 
wherein he is ſo often invocated, and addreſ- 
ſed to, as God. But for the ſame Reaſon 
he cannot join in our Communion, nor at- 


* our publick Worſhip. Nor can he 
join 


8) 


Feſus Chriſt is worſhipped in every Chriſtian 


Church, and has been ſo in all Ages from > | 


the very firſt ' Propagation of Chriſtianity to 

this Day. We cannot call this Gentleman 
either Arian, or Socinian: he outſtrips both. 
Both Arius,” and Pry; held Worſhip to 
de due to Chrift. Nay, when Franciſeus 
Davides, following only the neceſſary Con- 


ſequences of Socinuss own Doctrine, denied Z 
the Worſhip of Chriſt, Socinus was greatly 4 


provoked, wrote againſt him with great Bits 
terneſs, and called him a Blaſphemer, more 
than an Heretick, and unworthy the Name 


of a Chriſtian. And this Davides was perſe- 


cuted by the Socinians, and caſt into Priſon, 
where he died a miſerable Death. And ac- 
cordingly in the Racovian Catechiſm we find 
the Worſhip of Chr; defended on the ſame 


Principles, as the Romaniſis defend the Wor- 


ſhip, of Sainte, and Angels. © And to the 


Queſtion---J/ Bat think you of thoſe who hold. 


that \ ao is not to be CINE ? The An- 


* Socings bed Pat, c. 2. Meſfeim Hiſt. Beol Vol. ii. 
p. 280. 2 

* Quid vero fonts: 4 iis 8 qui Chriflue 710% r i 
nec adbrandum cen ſent Y Prorſus non efſe Chriſtianos ſentio, cum fe 
uã Chriftum non habeant, er licet verbis id * non —_— 


* negent tamen. 


fer 
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ſwer is---1 think clay are by no means ci 
= "RI 
Pom, Another of this F. raternity, « not quite. 0 
honeſt, is now under Proſecution (I ſup- 
poſe it will be called Perſecution) for pub- 
lickly ſpeaking, and preaching, againſt the 
Doctrines of our Church, calling her Articles 
profane, and her Worſhip idolatrous, and 
even the Apoſtles Creed erroneous ; altering 
the Liturgy, and leaving out ſuch Parts of 
the Service, as he does not like. And yet 
this Man keeps his Benefice, to which he 
was lately inſtituted, when he ſubſcribed 
our Articles, and declared them all to be 
agreeable to. the Word of Gad, and ſolemnly 
in the Church promiſed to conform to our 
Liturgy, which he now in that very Church 
abuſes. in the grofleſt Terms. However 
extraordinary this may ſeem, I eſteem him 
one Degree honeſter than our miniſterial Con- 
. Be acts Jay, and above board. 


And theſe are the Men, wha petition for 
Reli in Matters of Subſcription. What 
would they have? and what will content 
them ? Moſt of them have been backward 
to ſpeak out. Our Author deals moſtly in 
general Terms. But they have now, ſome 


of them at leaſt, plainly ſpoken out. Nay 
| we 
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1 
we are here told that they patiently remain 
in their Poſts, and wait 75 Opportunity of 
praning 
out rankeſt Weeds. Give them therefore the 


| Relief they aſk for, and they will overturn 


our Church, Roof and Branch. Allow them 
the Liberty of Prophecying, which they con- 
tend for, and all Sorts of Doctrines will be 
publickly taught in our Pulpits, and the 
moſt important Articles of our Religion 
openly vilified. - But neither will this fa- 
tisfy them. We muſt part with all our 
Creeds, even the Apoſties Creed; we muſt 
aboliſh, or new modify our Liturgy, and 
in ſhort give up our whole Eſtabliſhment. 
And what End will be ſerved by theſe Con- 


ceſſions? Will it promote either Peace, or 


Edification, if all Men of all Perſuaſions are 


allowed, and commiſſioned, to teach in our 


Churches whatever Doctrines they pleaſe ? 
Theſe Men (it ſeems) #zep to Forms at pre- 
ent: but when relie ved by proper Authority, 
they will ſoon fall to Work in our Vineyard, 
and root out all our rank Weeds. I fear, if we 
let theſe Werder in, they will tear up the 
True Vine itſelf. But can theſe Weeds be 
rooted our, without ftirring the Ground ? 
What is it which makes them ſo earneſt to 

oY F root 


our wild Branches, and rooting out 
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root them out? A Zeal for Truth, 1 ſup- 
poſe. And would not others be as zealous 


to ſupport what they call Truth? Would 
there-not be many. who: would eſteem, what 


they call rank Weeds, as the faireſt 


Flowers in the Garden? Our Author may 


perhaps fancy that all but the conſcientiau. 


Men of his own Way of thinking ſabhſcribe 
the Articles as Things of Courſe, and will fub- 
ſeribe any thing. But he will moſt certain- 
ly find himſelf miſtaken. He will find 
the Bulk of the Clergy as zealous to main- 
tain, and as able to defend, the Doctrines 
of our Church, as he is to oppofe them. 
And many common -Chr:i/tians, I believe, 
will be greatly ſcandalized, if you take away 
their Creeds, and Catechiſm, and ftrike out of 
the Liturgy ſuch Things as they have always 
eſteemed eſſential. Shall we gain any D, 
enters by theſe comprehenſive Schemes! 
I am afraid but few, and we may create 
more. New Sects of Diſenters will ariſe, 
who will be as much offended at our leav- 
ing out neceſſary things, as others are for 
enjoining things indifferent. If you aboli(h 
the Worſhip of our Blefed Saviour, I de- 
clare that I will be myſelf a Di/enter : not 


will I j join in Communion with any Church 
which 


4100 
which does not in her publick Worſhip 
call on the Name of our Lord Yeſus Chrift.-- 
Church did I fay ?---No, it is no Church--- 
the very Name implies the Worſhip of our 
LoR D. But farther ; would theſe Refor- 
mers agree among theinſelves ? Thoſe who 
deny the Divinity of our Bleſſed Saviour, as 


they would fiercely contend with thoſe who 


hold this Doctrine, ſo they would differ from 
one another. Some would maintain that 
he was a Second Fehovah; others that he 
was a mere Man. Some would tell us that 
they who worſhipped not Chrif- were no 
Chriſtians ; others would call this Worſhip 
idolatrous. This we ſee was warmly con- 
teſted among the Sociniant; and they abuſed, 
and perſecuted, one another. And in the 
bleſſed Times of Ofver Cromwell, when the 


Church of England was ſubverted, the ſeveral 


Sectaries divided, and quarrelled among them- 
ſelves, And how would the People be edi- 
fied by this Freedom of Debate ? The Pul- 
pit would be made a Stage of Controverſy : 


and while the different Teachers were diſ- 


2.2 Car. i 8- 
f 1 of Clogher”s Ey on Spirit. 
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puting, and wrangling with one another on 
the moſt important Points, while one taught 
one Doctrine, and one another, and that 
with equal Authority, the People would not 
know what to believe ; and ably many 
of them would be of no Religion at all, 
while wee ook . nne in Fe 
pery *. 5 | ? 


But. — may not. abs of diffrent Per- 
ſuaſions be united by Charity, and mutual 
Farbearance ? And why may they not now 
under the preſent Eſtabliſhment ? Why may 
not Perſons, of different Communions live in 
Peace, and Charity, as well as thoſe of dif- 
ferent Perſuaſions. under the fame Commu- 
nion? We bear no Malice, or Hatred, to 
thoſe who differ from. us, nor do we deſire 
to perſecute, or injure them. If they diſlike 
the Terms of our Commupion, we campell 

them not to come in: they may join them- 
ſelves to "my Conventicle r like beſt. 


If they approve not the Doctrine of our Ar- 
ticles, they need not ſulſcribe them. If after 


See Dr, Balguy's Charge, p. 5, "Ss Mr. Whin's are. 
dix to his three Letters. 
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their Sub/cription they ſhould change their 


Opinion, yet, if they keep their Opinion 
to themſelves, no Man will, or can, hurt 
them. Inſtead of this, the Preſs teems 
with the bittereſt Invectives againſt our 
Eſtabliſhment in general: and the moſt eſ- 
ſential Doctrines of our Church are treated 
with the greateſt Aſperity. If theſe warm 
Zealots were admitted into our Church, and 
ſuffered to teach what they would without 
| Reſtraint, will they be more quiet than they 


are now ? I think it has been already ſhewn 


that ſuch Comprehenſion would contribute 
neither to Charity, nor Peace, nor Edifica- 


But I may be 'afked, perhaps, --- Are 
there no Faults in our preſent Conſtitution ? 
Is there nothing that I myſelf ſhould be 
glad to ſee altered? - I ſhall ſpeak my 


Mind fairly and freely. There are ſome 


things in our Articles, and Liturgy, which [ 
ſhould be glad to fee amended (though, I 
believe, not the ſame as theſe Gentlemen 
would object to) in many other things I 


> See Dean Tucker's Apology, p. 54, Ke. 


ſhould 
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|. ſhould be willing (though againſt my own 
Opinion) to make all reaſonable Conceſ- 


fions, if by that Means we might obviate 
jections, gain any conſiderable Number 


of 'Difſenters without making more, quiet 


weak Conſciences, or promote Peace, and 
Unity, amongſt Proteſtants. But when ſuch 
bitter Invectives are publiſhed againſt our 
Church, as the Confeffonal, and ſeveral 
others of the ſame Stamp; when we are 
loaded with Reproaches; when the moſt 
fundamental Doctrines of Chriſtianity are 


attacked, and Principles advanced, which 


are ſubverſive of all Eftabliſhments, I fear 
there is little Room to hope for Peace, or 
Accommodation with ſuch Men, And 


therefore I humbly think, with all due Sub- 


miſſion to my Soperiors in Church, and 


i This Writer ſeems to tread in the ſame Steps 833 


 "paſſibus gui. Witneſs his Concluſion, where our Church, 


and it's Government, are compared to the Jewiſh Church, 
and it's Rulers, in our Savicur's Time,——He had before 
compared it to the Tower of Babel. Strange it is that 
he ſhould not ſee the Folly, the Injuſtice, the Indecency, of 
ſuch invidious Compariſons* Sufficient it may be to anſwer 
that our Church reaches not for Do&rines the Commandments of 
Men : and that he has not wrought any Miracles, nor — 


us _y good Reaſons for our Conviction. 


State, 


” 


#2 


State, that we had better wait- for more 
peaceable Times, and be contented with our 
preſent Conſtitution as it is, till a fairer 
Proſpect ſhall appear of change it for the 
better. | 
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rn I wrote theſe Papers, I had 
not ſeen Mr. Lindſays Apology: I 
have ſince obtained a Sight of it. I find he 
renders the Text 1 Cor. i. 2. which I have 
Cited above, p. 43.---with all them that are 
called by the Name of our Lord Feſus Chriſi-- 


and refers us to Dr. Hammond for Proof. 


Dr. Hammond is a learned, and able, Com- 
mentator: but his Interpretation of this 


Text is ſufficiently confuted by Dr. Whitby 


in his Annotations. One need indeed only 
turn to the Texts cited by Dr. Hammond. 
The Word ---ermxaazums---by itſelf indeed 
ſignifies called, or named. The four firſt 
Texts of Scripture produced by him amount 
to no more, as Matt. x. 3. Luke xxii. 3. 
Adds i. 23.--1v, 3.---Lebbeus, whoſe Surname 

0 


. 
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avas T1 baddeus--Fudas furnamed Iſcariat, &c 

The next Text he cites proves directly a- a- 
gainſt him. A#s vii. 58. the Word - 
emma ney there is plainly.uſed, not in the 
Paſtve, but the Middle Voice, and fignifies 
calling upon, or invoking-»and is by the Doc- 
tor himſelf rendered -- he continued in Prayer 
to God. But the ſame Verb - π—nzeũ 
with an Acruſative Caſe following it, always 
ſignifies calling upon in Prayer, or appealing 
to, as a Witneſs, or Judge. To call upon the 
Lord, or upon the Name of the Lord, is a oom- 
mon Phraſe uſed in the O/d Teftament to ſig- 
nify the  Worfoip of God e and is expreſſed 
in the Septuagint by the Verb=-ermtantouar- 
in the Middle Voice. Thus we read Gen. 
xii. $, that Abraham built an Altar unto the 
Lord, and called pon the Name of the Lord-— 
MIXANEEATO tri Ta br kuf. — And ſo A- 
gain again xiii. 4. and xxi. 33. where tis 
expreſſed ãπααά,jure To oped Kp. — Jſaac 
allo built an Afar, and called upon the 
Lord. * The fame Phraſe of calling upon 


* Gen, xxvi. £5. | 
1 Kings xviii. 24. 1 Chron, xvi. 8. Pal. lxxix. 6; 
box, 18. xcix. 6. cv. 1. cxvi. 4, 14. If. Ixiv, 7. Jer, x. 35 


lam. ii. 54: — 32. Zach. xiii. g. 


0 the 
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the Name of the Lord is uſed in many other 
-Places---ETmanraor Fai tw: KU Or == Tov Ot, 
Sc. is alſo uſed in many Places in a Active 
Senſe for the 'Worfbip of God. The ſame 
Phraſe is uſed in the ſame Senſe in many 
Places of the New Teſament, and particu- 
larly in thoſe cited by Dr. H. and ſo he 
himſelf acknowledges. S0 he does in his 
Paraphraſe of As vii. 59. as we have al- 
ready ſeen. In Achs ii. 2 1. St. Peter quotes 
the Prophecy of Joel ii. 3. and applies it 
to the Times of the Goſpel a. ci av. in. 
xd&\i&yres 18 pe Kupis gera- Whoſorver | 
ball call on the Name of the Lord ſhall be 
Javed. In the Prophet it plainly ſignifies 
the Worſhip of God and therefore mult ſig · 
nify the ſame in the Citation. The ſame 
Prophecy is alſo cited by St. Paul, Rom. x. 
13. another Text produced by Dr. H. 
which proves directly againſt him. For St. 
Faul applies this particularly to Crit. He 
was before ſpeaking of Puith in our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt, v. 9, &c. and then adds, v. 12. 
The ſame Lord over all, is rich unto all that 
call upon bim. Then follows this Quotation 
from Foe/l. And in the next Verſe the 
Apoſtle add $-- How ſhall they call on him, in 
whom they have not believed ?--The Apoſtle 


18 


(m2). 
is ſpeaking of Chrift. To call upen lum is there- 
fore ſomething different from, and ſubſe- 
quent to, beleving on him, and can ſcarce 
ſignify any thing elſe than worſhipping bim. 
And Dr. H. renders it - they ſball conſtantly * 
confeſs,” pray. and "adhere to Chrift. The 
Verb here is certainly uſed in an Ave 
Senſe. + There is one more Text cited by 
the Doctor: and that is As ix. 14. where 
Ananias ſays to the Lord, who appeared to 
him in 4 Viſion.—- Here he, viz. Saul, hath 
Autbority from the: Chief Prufts to bind all 
that call on thy Name === Ts nxanprs v 
oa en- which Dr. H. renders- all that 
publickly avow . the Worſhip of Chrift--- and 
refers to the ſame Phraſe Ad: xxii. 16. 
which he renders joining with the Church in 
Performance ꝙ all Chriſtian Duties of Devo- 
tion to God--It cannot indeed here, nor at 
V. 21. fignifies zhoſe aubo were called by the 
Name of Chriſt : for the Diſciples were not 
called Chriſtians till ſome time after at An- 
trach. And for the ſame Reaſon in the laſt 
cited Text As xxii. 16. where Ananias 


bids Saul ariſe, and be baptized, and waſh 


© Acts xi. 26. 


& 2 away 
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- #4099: bis Sint, tolling on the Name of the Lord- 


an Acliue Senſe, wor/bipping the Lord. Again, 
ug that call on the Lori out of a pure Heart 
is a Phraſe uſed by St. Paul. 2 Tim. Ii. 22, 


to ſignify good Chriftians, a Phraſe. nearly 
ſynonymous to this 2 Cor. i. 2. The ſame 


Verb alſo me . is uſed 1 Pet. i. 17. 
in an AF7ve Senſe, to ſignify the Morſbip of 
Cod. In ſome other Places both of the Oli, 
and New Tefament, the Name of God is faid 
to be called an Perfons,) or Things, devoted 
to his Service: but here the Phraſe is diffe- 
rent 3 the Word--ovpa--is here a Nominative 
Caſe preſixed to the Verb. But where the 
Herb imm ADfiaʒu.- is followed by an Arcuſa- 
tiue Gaſe, it always ſignifies to volte, or 


worſhip, excepting only where it ſignifies to 


appeal to. And if ſo, we want neither Pre- 
cept, nor Example, for the Worſhip of Chrift 


„ 
* 


F i. 


ub te To rpm my Kuyinmuſt ſignify in 


Lately printed by J. and J. Fr ETenkR, in the 


HE RllGHnableneſt of requiring Subſcription to Articles 

| of Religion from Perſons to be admitted in Holy Or- 

ders; or, a Cure of Souls, vindicated in a Charge delivered 
to the Clergy of the Dioceſe of Oxford, in the Year 1771. 

The Certainty of a Future State aſſerted and vindicated 
againſt the Exceptions of the late Lord Bolingbroke, —A 
Sermon preached before the Univerſity of Oxford. 

An Anſwer to a Pamphlet, entitled, Reflections on the Im- 
propriety of Lay-Subſcription to the 39 Articles, in the Uni- 
rerũty of Oxford. Addreſſed to the Author. | 

The Excellency of the Jewiſh Law conſidered. In Two 
Sermons preached before the Univerſity of Oxford, To which 
is added, an Appendix: And alſo a ſhort Comment on Pſalm 
CIX. and LV. wherein they are ſhewn not be be Imprecatory 
but Prophetical. | 

Chriſt the Lord of Glory..——A Sermon before the Uni- 
verfity of Oxford, with Additions, confirming and enforcing 
the Doctrine. Ee | 

The Uſe of Reaſon in Matters of Religion ſtated and ex- 
plained, A Sermon before the Univerſity of Oxford. 

Jephtha's Vow conſidered, A Sermon before the Uni- 
verſity of Oxford. With an Appendix, &c. | 

The Witneſs of the Spirit. A Sermon before the Uni- 
verſity of Oxford, 

The Doctrine of Juſtification by Faith, explained in a Ser- 
mon before the Univerſity of Oxford. 

A Vindication of the Doctrine of the Trinity, from the 
Exceptions of a late Pamphlet, entitled an Eſſay on Spirit, in 
three Parts, with an Appendix, 

„ The above are all by the Rev. Tomas Ranvoren, 
D. D. Preſident of C. C. C. Lady Margaret's Profeſſor of Di- 
vinity, and Arch-deacen of Oxford. 
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